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Dear Chainnan H\Uldt and Commission~VVfu..: I rrlt 1;( ''"'Y Cf/GINAL
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Indiana PTA to
voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system. The rating system
does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can
make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their
children. The FCC should accept no rating system that does not
include content infonnation about programs such as V (for
violence), S (for sexual content), L (for bad language).

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important
to families and children. '.;
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March 24, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissione{s~S:':'.·", :" " ::X\',):!"IGINAL
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Shivela Middle School
PTA to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by
Jack Valenti, Chair of th~ TV Rating Implementation Group, on January
17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient
content information so that parents can makeaecnrrnrrs aOotft wnat J.S

appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released
this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating
system that gives parents information about the content of programs
were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and
Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to
interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those
choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and
publicized in periodicals that carry TV schedulin9 is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating
systme has met statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of
1966. I do not believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not
approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

*That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's
rating system. Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that
does not include content information about programs such as V (for
violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

*That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow
parents to receive more than one rating system;

*That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently
place on the screen, and appear more frequently during the course of
a program;

*That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that
it include parents; and

*That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an i~,sue so important to
children and families.

Sincerely,

1'~~·~~c~·:>
Member, Shivela PTA Board, Murrie~a, California
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March 28, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communication Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Simmons
Middle School PTA from Hoover, Alabama to voice our opposition to
the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of
the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. We
feel the rating sYmbol on the TV screen does not provide
sufficient content information for parents to make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children.
Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming
parent preference for a rating system that gives parents
information about the content of programs were conducted by the
National PTA, u.s. News and World Report, and Media Studies
Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret
what is best for their children. Parents want to make those
choices themselves based on content information about the
program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the
screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is
useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to
rating system has met statutory
Telecommunications Act of 1996.
does so and ask that the FCC not
system. Instead, we request the

determine whether the industry's
requirements of the

We do not believe this system
approve the industry rating
following:

* That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the
industry's rating system. Further, the FCC should accept no
rating system that does not include content information about
programs such a V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and
nudity) and L (for language);

* That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would
allow parents to receive more than one rating system;

* That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more
prominently placed on the screen, and appear more frequently
during the course of a program;

* That the rating board be independent of the industry and the
FCC and that it include parents and;
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* That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by
independent research to determine if it meets the needs of
parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so
important to children and families.

Sincerely,

~(/'Yax
~va H. Click

Corresponding Secretary
Simmons PTA
Hoover, Alabama
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Dhll" Chai rman Hundt and COlTll1i S8: oners:

Rr: CS Docket No. 97-55, Fa:: 97\4

r am WI' i t ing on behalf of the National PTA and the West Vi rginia PTA to voice my

or pOS it ion to the v-chip rating system as presented by J-ick Valenti, Chair of the

TV Rat i ng Implementat ion Group, on January 17 I 1997. The rating symbol on the

TV screell does not prov ide sufi i cient content informa~ion so that parents can

Ih· I ,( decisions about what Is appropriate TV prograrIlldng for their children.

fI,,;: , (!l" :·;u ['VI!)":-; I'C leased thl s fall wh 1ch demons trate oven rhe lming parent preference

for a rating system that gives p<.rents information about the content of programs

Wf re conducted by the National V.A, U. S. News and Wor ld keport, and Media Studies

Ce' :ter /Roper. Parents do not wac,t the TV industry to interpret what is best for

ll>c'l I' chi lelrel). Parents want t.,:. lolake those choices themselves based on content

i,:l"ormation about the program. :'I1Y rating systemwit;~(tit content descriptions

01' 11w SC 1'1'1'1\ and pub lie i z0d in per i od i ca Is that carry 1 \/ schedul i ng is useless.

TI)(' FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the hdustry's rating system

1.;~S 1(1(' I S til tu tory requi rements (If the TelecolTll1unica t i<. ns Act of 1996. I do not

Ll i ; ('ve th is sys tern does so and c;sk that the FCC not approve the industry rating

:-;y.'.lC'l1t. Instead, I request the .'ollowing:

)( Thal under no cirCWllstancc' should the FCCapprovr the industry's rating

sys tern. F'urther, the FCC sl})uld accept no rating system that does not

inc! ude content informat L·.\ about programs such~!> V( for violence) , S (for

,.

sexual depiction and nudity) and L(for language);
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x Thal the FCC require a Vc'\ip band broad enough that would allow parel\;

10 n'C('ive morf' than one ratin/{ sys\0m;

x That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more promlnently

placed on the screen, and appear more frcqu0ntly during the course of a

program;

x Thal the rating board be iulependent of the industry and the FCC and that

it include parents; and

K Tha I any f"(} t ing sys tern approved by the FCC be eV2.1uated by independent

research to determi ne if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for thi s opportuni ty to corrment on an issue so important to chi Idren

cilld families.
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C/O Federal Conmunications Comrission

J')J9 M Slrcpt. N.W., Room 222
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1 dIn wr it inG on tH'hal f oJ the No, i onal PTA and the West Vi rginia PTA to voice my

0l'pos i 1 i on to t.he v-eh ip rat j ng ~::ystem as presented by ,JC:.ck Valenti, Chai r of the

T\ Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,1997. '.:he rating symbol on the

T\ :.;creell does not prov ide suff . cient content informa~ion so that parents can

I"k~' decisions about what is an,propriatc TV progranrn·ng for their children.

',{ I ~. r :·;urvcys n~ leased tlli s fall which derno[1stra te ovef,vhelming parent preference

f( r a rating system that gives p;;;'rents information about the content of programs

w~ re conducted by the Na t ional PTA, U. S. News and Wor Id Report, and Media Studies

Cc. lter/Roper. Parents do not WCi'1t the TV industry to interpret what is best for

tl"lr children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content

il\fOl'flldlion about the program. :my rating systernwithol.lt content descriptions

01' 11\(";('1'('('11 ;\nd publ iciz.cd in I"riodicals that carry ':'v' scheduling is useless.

'1'1'"I:ce, hy \;w". i~·~ l"(·'qui,"('d to \'I:'lermin0 wllcther the .ndustry's rating system

'dSIII,'1 statutory rc'quirt'fJH:'llts"f the Te!econmunieati<F)s Act of 1996. I do not

lit eve til i i> sys tern does so and "sk tha t the FCC not app\ove the industry rating

S LC[Il. Inst.ead, [ request the following:

* Tha I. under no ci rcumstanCf"'; should the FCC approve the industry's rating

:,;ys tern. Further, the FCC s\ould accept no rating,ystem that does not

include content informatiul about programs such ar~ V( for violence), S(for

sc'xual depiction and nudi t.) and LUor language:;
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• rlldt lIlt: ('(.J•. n;qu~re a V <...!li~ balld broad t:llougll li.aL would allow parell

t () 1'1','(' i v,' mort' I han on(' ''It i np; ~·;ys Il'm;

l( That the rating icon on tbe TV screen be made lar!~er, more prominently

placed on the screen, and <,ppear more frequently during the course of a

program;

l( That the rating board be independent of the indus tcy and the FCC and that

it include parents; and

• That (lny rating sysLem approved by \.lIe FCC be evaluated by independent

research to determine ifit meets the needs of p:'t"cnts.

Thank you for t.his opportuni t.y .. 0 comment on an issue so important to children
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Dale and Diane Fisher
11995 South Redwood Road

Riverton, Utah 84065

March 27, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
clo Federal Communications Commission
1919 M StreetN.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the local PTA to voice our opposition to the v-chip rating
system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,1997.
The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can
make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming tor their children. Major surveys released this
fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information
about the content of programs were conducted by the national PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and
Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their
children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV
scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and ask that
the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. F1II1her, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V (for
violence), S (tor sexual depiction and nudity), and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a v-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one
rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of the program:

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and
• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it

meet s the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.
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ust J\l3CUr:



CopSttliR,
39BQaiC

lna~~~
; ;\:,~,,: /,;,:~l~~/,.:~:)~\j: /'

COMBINED NEWS SERVICE

RANCHO' SANTA FE, I

- The bodies olat 'lea:
young men in ~tcb.iJlj
pants and ,tenniS: shoes
found Wednesday 'after a~

parent mass sufcldel,tf6,:pn
dollar mansionoccupi~d

quasi-religious. gtq~lr,;~f
puter programmers.>

The men,alLabollt ,1.8
years old, w~re 1ying:on
backs on cots,mattrellsef
beds with"their .liinds' 'at
sides, said San ··PJegq: c,
sheriff's Cmdr. ,AlIn,fjIm

m~~te~;~etilt~~'~'
were no suicide notes"fou
any indication;'ot.:a. m
Fulmer said. '<

The cult the men belong
called W.W. Higher'Se
practiced celibaCY.AAd abst
from smoking and,:~
cording to Milt Silverman ~~
attorney for the'. owner (
home where the men died.
were .apparently celebral
"holy week" whenthey die
verman said.

Real-estate agent Scott
ren showed the house last
and was greeted by abo
people, both men and w
who referred to the co~:

filled mansion as "our ter
said his employer,Bob Dy

"Everybody was meta~

door. Shoes had to be takl
and [visitors) were invi1
wear surgical booties or s
said Dyson.

Several rooms containe(
puters where members
Warren they were deve
World Wide Web pages.

"They kept r~ferring

temple as very self-suf
'f .

.,.J5ee SUICIDE?Pa!

8-4• Utah'S~ news race

nanced ,by the National Cable
Television Association, is impor
tant because it employed scien
tific methods and was conducted
by indeperidentresearchers
froJIl well-known institutions:
th~ University of Califo~ia at
SantaBarbara, the University of
North Carolina, the University
of Texas and the University of
,Wisconsin. . '

TV industry critics hailed the
work as too significant to ignore.

"If this doesn't put the death
knell in Jack Valenti's plans,
nothing will," said Jeff Chester,
executive director of the non
profit Center for Media Educa
tion.

As head of the Motion Picture
Association of America, Valenti
devised the 28-year-old movie
rati,ngs system, on which the TV
ratings are patterned.

On Wednesday, he issued a
terse statement that said in part:
"After 28 years, 79 percent of
parents find the movie ratings
ffStem very useful to fairly use-
,ttll. Next survey, please." .

Highlights of a new study on the kinds of , ".
TV programs and the types of cl)aracte~!~ .....,e.d: \:',.'"
Characters '., ..,,< ."ii.f~(O.~~S . .
Type Aggressors. VIctIITlS ; :':r"e~orkshowS With:
• Human 71D10 70% . ·~...\tIOI~nc&. ' .54%

• Human-like animal 14% 15% lAJ1ti-Vi6Ience theme 5%

• Human-like supernatural 7% 7%. rScenes with . 790;'
• Animal 1% " i2%.!.~"IJ"lPUni~h.ed Violence °

. 01 0/': ,Violent incident 610/c'
• Supernatural creature 31o 3 (0. 1with no pain °
Nature ~ Incident with 61 %
~Good jrepeated violence
• Bad ~

"i'&0od an9 bad <i
• Neutral '1'
ilAitract~~~'- .

Study Slams TV's Ratings Code
And Its High Violence:Content

BY SHERYL STOLBERG<
LOS ANGELES TIMES

WASHINGTON - Scholars
from four universities delivered
a double blow Wednesday to the
besieged television industry, re
leasing a study that found serio,
ous flaws in the new ratings code
and pervasive levels of TV vio
lence despite the public outcry
against it.

In their second annual Nation
al Television Violence Study, reo
searchers found that 61 percent
of shows in the 1995"96 TV sea
son contained violent scenes,
compared with 58 percent duro
ing the preceding season.

Researchers also concluded
that the TV ratings, system is ,
likely to have a "forbidden
fruit" effect, enticing children
to watch the same violent pro
grams their parents are trying t9
shield them from. They urged
the industry to dump the 3
month-old code - which evalu
ates programs based on the age
of potential viewers - in favor
of one that labels shows accord-

'Wg to content. .
,\. The $3.3 million study, fi·

Details: D·l

INDEX
nn Landers c-5 Movies Co4
riefing A·2 Obituaries W
usiness B-4 Puzzles N
lassifieds D·2 Sports 1-1
omics c-6 Star Gazer D-4
ditorials A·a TV Programs Co7

-munm-UIU i\.1Wlun.J,ne,rt'tiaJ,:t'auy . lion more "oecause.ot tnese scn~m.;M! o"eru.tlch involving the·U.6,bilijon re~:re\~~II'
t difference having a chiidafter 40. " require minority bidding" ~ht', nol Struction the '$20 million in greeneryaffiVI " ., '
.ere's a sense of isolation." stand up in court, he said. 'l ~ .~, 'otherllesthetics planned for the freew,ay '.'~ v,,-' ~
Warwick grew up in the "Father But board member Rich Kuchinsky probably will be pitched to keep the pro- ...iu1 ....'
lOWS Best" generation and p1ways ex- blamed Gibbons & Reed officials for 10s- ject within the budget. . ::,<, .ere
cted to become a wife and mother. She In short pavement before pines. ' . "
d it all planned - a child at 24, another See LIGHT RAIL, P~ge Ar6 Even so: Wasatch Constructors includ- Sf
ew years later. Life, however, had oth
plans. It wasn't until her second mar
:ge that the idea of motherhood arose.
timately, Warwick and het husband
cided to adopt. ,
Despite her hopes, mothe,rhood wasn't
5Y. Cameron had colic and ~ condition
LIed reflux that caused her to thr.pwup
~quently. The spirited fair-haired,
Ie-eyed infant didn't like to take naps
go to bed at night. It was exhausting.

An Eye-Opener: Lik~ warwidi::
ephanie Rasines, 47, orBre.ntwoo~.

in't believe motherhood ,would be
unting. She was a professional How
rd could it be to care for one little tyke?
These days, Rasines says motheririg
-2-year-old Jacob is more demanding
an her previous career practi.cing law.
"This is the most difficult. challenging.
b I've ever had," she said. "Before, I
:d a secretary. Boy, do I miss that secre·
ry." ,
Unfortunately, Rasines can't look to
!r aging parents for help, another issue
at binds this group of women. Rasines
)t only is chasing her child,she's caring
r her ill parents.
Yet these'women have no trouble tic!c
g off the blessings of waiting., .
They feel confident about themselves
ld know how they want to raise. their
Iildren. And because theivewaited a·
ng time to become' mothers, they may
ke the responsibility a little more seri-
lsly than younger women. . , .
"We're in better possession of our·
~lves now. We're more relaxed with who
e are,'; Rasines said. .
"I don't resent all the things I had to
ve up" for motherhood, said D.C. WaI·
10,143, of Santa Monica, Calif., mother to
l-month-old Matt. Referring to the va
ltiOns and liesurely weekends, she said,
[ figure I've been there, done that."

VEATHER: Cooler.



March 28, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing to you to voice my opinions and concerns about the v-chip
rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997.

The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content
information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate
TV programming for their children. Parents, (based on major surveys
released this fall) want a rating system that gives parents information
about the content of the programs, ie., V (for Violence), S (for Sexual
depiction and nudity), L (for Language), etc.

Our government and its branches work for the people, and not visa versa.
Our tax dollars go to the government to protect the people and this
nation--to make it a better place for all to live. Anything that tends to
undermine our personal freedoms and degrade the quality of life of this
nation should be strongly guarded against.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating
system has met statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of
1996. I do not believe this system does so, and I would ask that the FCC
not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I would ask you to please
consider the following:
1) That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow

parents to receive more than one rating system.

2) That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more
prominently placed on the screen, and appear more frequently
during the course of a program.

3) That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC
and that it include parents.

o
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-Page Two-

4) A much more specific rating system as mentioned above.

Thank you for hearing me out on an issue so important to children and
families.

5fjerelY

~if
Orem, Utah

r



March 26, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal communications Commission
1919 M street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Re: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

L ro.~ ~ .
'~... ..~... .':.:..,'~pyORfG/NA

We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Linda
Vista Elementary School PTA to voice our opposition to the v-chip
rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV
Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating
symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content
information so that parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys
released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent
preference for a rating system that gives parents information
about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA,
U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies center/Roper.
Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for
their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves
based on content information about the program. Any rating
system without content descriptions on the screen and pUblicized
in periodicals that carry TV schedUling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the
industry's rating system has met statutory requirements of the
Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe·this system
does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating
system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the
industry's rating system. Further, the FCC should accept no
rating system that does not include content information about
programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and
nUdity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that
would allow parents to receive more than one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger,
more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more frequently
during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry
and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated
by independent research to determine if it meets the needs of
parents.

No. ot Cerdes reC'd!--_C_)_
List ABCr)c



Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so
important to children and families.

Sincerely,

~9·~
Bruce J. Freeman

0J1L~t-:J~
Mary L. Freeman
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Your letter must be received by April 8, 1997

March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

West Side PTA
I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the El kbart, TN (local, XIIIJ4lttK~-
~~~~ to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,1997. The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U S. News and lMJrld Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act ofl996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

No. of Copies rec'd
list ABCOi: '------



March 26, 1997

Chairman Reed Hunt and FCC Commissioners
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

RE: CS Docket # 97-55, FCC 97-34

Chairman Hunt and Commissioners:

I am writing to you as a father, an elementary school teacher, and as the Chair

of the Minnesota State PTA Health and Welfare Commission to express my

opposition to the current television rating system. As a parent I need content

information that is meaningful, and this system does not provide what I need.

As a member of a State PTA Board I respectfully remind you that in several major

national surveys since last fall parents have overwhelmingly supported descriptive,

easy-to-understand, content-based rating systems. These are used now in some cable

programs and are helpful.

Please DO NOT SUPPORT THE CURRENT SYSTEM designed by Mr. Valenti,

et al. At the very least continue to experiment with competitive models of rating

systems and have another comment period. Goodness knows we took decades to

get to where we are now, you do not need to rush to a final decision. Include

parents on any design team, and to be optimally objective insist that the rating board

be fully independent of the television industry and the FCC.

To endorse a system that does not provide meaningful information is less

helpful than to have no system in place. I believe that because a poor system lulls

parents into complacency about this important concern. You can authorize a better,

clearer, smarter system. Please do so for our children.

Sincerely,

o

Mark W. Schlemmer
521 Seventh Avenue South
Saint Cloud, MN 56301-4327

No. of Copies rec'd
List ABCOE '-----



2443 Turnberry Drive
Cincinnati,OH 45244
March 27, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communication Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Wilson Elementary PTA to voice my
opinion on the current television ratings system. It is my understanding that the
current system is up for approval. I strongly oppose the current system because it
does not give me enough information in deciding what programs are acceptable for
viewing in our home. I encourage you to only endorse a system that provides content
information about the program (sex, violence, language, mature themes).

As a federal commission, you are entrusted by the public to oversee television
communications. I have read about many market studies that have been done that
overwhelmingly indicate that parents want a content-based rating system. It is your
responsibility to ensure this for the public. Please do not let us down!

When a rating system is approved, I would also propose that it be mandated that the
ratings be published in program guides. In addition to seeing the rating at the
beginning of the show, possibly allow the viewer to also see the rating when they
choose (by pressing a special key, similar to when you recall the current channel
number on tvs).

As a responsible parent, I work diligently to screen television, videos, computer
games, etc., but the job seems overwhelming at times. Please ensure for all parents
that the violent content, sexual content, bad language and mature themes of a show
can be known before viewing by only approving a content-based rating system.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

~I/u~"-
Christie Brown

cc: Joan Dykstra, National PTA

~o. of Copies rec'd 0
lISt ASCOE


